20010409. ba v03_n141.bam.20010409 


>From ???@??? Mon Apr 9 13:55:18 2001 -0500 

Message-Id: <200104091854.f£39IsqfW021727@sco.theporch. com> 
Date: Mon, 9 Apr 2001 13:54:13 CDT 

From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3141 


BOATANCHORS Digest 3141 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) WTB: Collins 513 / R388 Original cabinet 
by Joe Eide <jeide@execpc.com> 
2) Re: Collins 513 / R388 original cabinet 
by "Sandy" <ebjr@i-55.com> 
3) Re: Collins 513 / R388 original cabinet 
by jackiv@juno.com 
4) Re: HRO sensitivity 
by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
5) ??? re Hammarlund SP-200 
by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
6) Re: ??? re Hammarlund SP-200 
by "Chuck McGregor" <cbmcg@home.com> 
7) QRe: Gonset Receivers G33 and G63 
by "Bob Nickels" <ranickel@mwci.net> 
8) Re: HRO-5 valuation 
by "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail .com> 
9) Re: HRO sensitivity 
by Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net> 
10) Re: HRO sensitivity 
by "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
11) CVM vs. VM Specs. (UTC) 
by W7QHO@aol.com 
12) Re: HRO sensitivity 
by Ralph Parker <rparker@dccnet.com> 
13) SCR-274-N contract 
by Gordon White <gewhite@crosslink.net> 
14) Re: HRO sensitivity 
by "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail .com> 
15) Re: HRO sensitivity 
by "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse. vanderbilt. edu> 
16) RE: SCR-274-N contract 
by "Shriver, John" <john.shriver@intel.com> 
17) Re: HRO sensitivity 
by Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net> 
18) Re: HRO sensitivity 


by Steve Berg <z931086@corn.cso.niu.edu> 
19) Re: HRO sensitivity 

by Richard Loken <richardlo@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 
20) Re: ??? xe Hammarlund SP-200 

by Richard Post <post@ouvaxa.cats.ohiou.edu> 
21) Hallicrafters Carrier Level Meter 

by Robert Kemp <rkemp@mr.net> 


Message-ID: <3AD09F7B.E44AE071@execpc.com> 

Date: Sun, 08 Apr 2001 12:27:23 -0500 

From: Joe Eide <jeide@execpc.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: WTB: Collins 513 / R388 Original cabinet 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hello, 
Anyone have a 51J-* / R-388 original cabinet surplus to their needs? 


I am interested in an original cabinet in any condition except no extra 
holes or metal removed. 


Thank you, 


Joe - KBIR 
Eau Claire, WI 


Message-Id: <200104081834 .NAA24831@exit1.i-55.com> 
From: "Sandy" <ebjr@i-55.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: "Boatanchors reflector" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Collins 513 / R388 original cabinet 

Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 13:31:36 -0500 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Anyone have an original Collins cabinet for the 51J-* / R388 series 
reciever surplus to their needs? 


I would be interested in an original cabinet in any condition as long as 
there are no extra holes or metal removed. 


VV VV VV 


Thank You, 


Joe - KBIR 
Eau Claire, WI 


VVVV Vv 


The R-388 (and 513-3 and 513-4 for the most part) were normally 
supplied to the military and commercial customers with NO cabinets. I think 
this was the primary reason they were made with the dust covers! Many were 
mounted in 
relay racks. All the old Lykes Lines steamships had one 51)-4 
for "weatherfax" service and they were mounted in a small Bud cabinet rack 
with the fax recorder. I have NEVER seen an R-388 or R-390 supplied to 
military units that were in a cabinet, unless they were part of a complete 
station like the AN/GRC-26 for instance. 

I have owned R-388 and 513-4 receivers, both of which had no 
cabinets. In both instances, I bought Bud rack-cabinets to fit them. 
Collins DID make a cabinet to fit these receivers, but they were an OPTION 
and I'd bet that they are VERY, VERY scarce! 

73, 
Sandy W5TVW 


To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 14:42:54 -0500 

Subject: Re: Collins 513 / R388 original cabinet 
Message-ID: <20010408.144255. -334205.8.jackiv@juno.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 

From: jackiv@juno.com 


Sandy, I found an early 32V cabinet, fits my Collins labeled 51-J-3 quite 
nicely, The cutouts on the rear are a bit off. Who looks there any how? 
This is the reciever that I will change the input shaft to enable 
installation of a 4:1 knob!! 

jack 

On Sun, 8 Apr 2001 13:31:36 -0500 "Sandy" <ebjr@i-55.com> writes: 

> 

> 

> Anyone have an original Collins cabinet for the 51J-* / R388 

series 

> reciever surplus to their needs? 

> 

> I would be interested in an original cabinet in any condition as 
long as 

> there are no extra holes or metal removed. 


VV VV VV VV 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV MV 


> Thank You, 

> 

> Joe - KBIR 

> Eau Claire, WI 


The R-388 (and 513-3 and 513-4 for the most part) were 
normally 
supplied to the military and commercial customers with NO cabinets. 
I think 
this was the primary reason they were made with the dust covers! 
Many were mounted in 
relay racks. All the old Lykes Lines steamships had one 51)-4 
for "weatherfax" service and they were mounted in a small Bud 
cabinet rack 
with the fax recorder. I have NEVER seen an R-388 or R-390 supplied 
to 
military units that were in a cabinet, unless they were part of a 
complete 
station like the AN/GRC-26 for instance. 

I have owned R-388 and 513-4 receivers, both of which had 
no 
cabinets. In both instances, I bought Bud rack-cabinets to fit 
them. 
Collins DID make a cabinet to fit these receivers, but they were an 
OPTION 
and I'd bet that they are VERY, VERY scarce! 
73, 
Sandy W5TVW 


Message-ID: <0Q06101c0c009$d671e140$08fd91c6@oemcomputer> 
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 


To: 


Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 


Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 01:56:41 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; 


charset="iso-8859-1" 


Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I 


have read that HRO receivers were very sensitive. 


However, there's nothing magic about the circuit. 

The same L/C ratios apply in other gen-cov receivers, 
and many contemporaneous receivers used similar 
circuit layout, 2 RF + mixer + 2 IF, examples BC-312, 


SP-200, Breting 12, and so on. No one ever remarks 
that they are extremely sensitive. Why would an 
ordinary HRO be called "very sensitive", or even 
maybe just noted "very sensitive at 10 meters" ? 
The HRO, for example mine, an HRO-5, just uses 

the same ordinary 6K7 RF tubes as the rest. 

Hue Miller 


Message-ID: <006201cOcOQ0a$a6a7e1cO$08fd91c6@oemcomputer> 
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: ??? xe Hammarlund SP-200 
Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 02:02:32 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="i1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Say, in old late 1930s shortwave magazines, i see photos 

of the then pretty new Hammarlund Super Pro in some 

kind of tight fitting dust cover. I have never liked the usual 
big heavy metal cabinet you find the SP in, when you don't 
find it without a cabinet at all. But i have never, i mean 
never, seen one just with the dust cover, which i assume 

would just be a sheet metal top cover and maybe bottom 

cover too. So what gives - has anyone actually seen the 
receiver, in real life, in such a presentation? I would like 
to own one in that config - i like the trim professional look- 
the heavy 19" cabinets, usually with some corny chrome 

trim, really don't do it for me. 

Hue Miller 


Message-ID: <005101c0c07a$3a40eb10$6501a8c0@pii233> 
From: "Chuck McGregor" <cbmcg@home.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: ??? re Hammarlund SP-200 
Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 15:21:15 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hue - 

My BC779A version of the SP-200, manufactured at Howard Radio, has the dust 
cover. It's light weight sheet metal, with rounded vent slots at the top 
rear, and 8 ea 8-32 studs that pass thru the front panel of the receiver to 


be held down by knurled thumb nuts. On the rear, three holes in the cover 
allow three 8-32 thumb screws to attach it to the rear of the chassis, near 
the top. The thumb nuts for the front panel are blind tapped, like a cap 
nut - the hole doesn't go all the way through, leaving a smooth face to the 
front. I am short two nuts, and can't find any replacements. Finish on the 
knurled nut and screw hardware looks like a dull nickel plate. The bottom 
cover is just a plain flat plate, nothing fancy, but curiously it does not 
reach the front panel by about 1/4 inch. 


Now, you know what those 8 holes in the front panel are for !. 
--Chuck N7RHU 


eee Original Message ----- 
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
Subject: ??? re Hammarlund SP-200 


But i have never, i mean 

> never, seen one just with the dust cover, which i assume 
would just be a sheet metal top cover and maybe bottom 
cover too. So what gives - has anyone actually seen the 
receiver, in real life, in such a presentation? 


VvVV 


Message-ID: <016801c0c080$3cb4c280$872fcfd1@hppav> 
From: "Bob Nickels" <ranickel@mwci.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: QRe: Gonset Receivers G33 and G63 
Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 18:02:42 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


> Anyone know anything about these receivers..drop me a line and let me 
> know how good/bad they were 


Haven't seen any replies yet so I'll offer one...In fact, I fired up my G-63 
after Bob's post just to remind myself of how it works, and the answer is 
"Very Well!". 


I always kinda lumped it in with the mid-range receivers that were 
compromises between AM and SSB operation, but several features move the G-63 
up the scale: 


- A smooth £flywheel-type tuning dial (almost Eddystone-like!) 
- Provision for sideband reception (calibration marks on the BFO and a 


product detector) 
- Drum-type separate dial scales for each band 
- Built-in Q-multiplier and crystal calibrator 
- 6 meter coverage 


Granted, the G-63 is an 11 tube double conversion receiver and the top of 
Gonset's desktop line from '68-'61, but it was probably the emergence of SSB 
and transceivers not any shortcoming in the performance of the G-63 that 
limited it's popularity. At $239 it was at least on par with the SX-111 
or HQ-110, and was more than a G-66 in a larger cabinet. 


73, Bob WIRAN 


From: "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: HRO-5 valuation 

Date: Sun, 08 Apr 2001 19:51:44 -0400 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 

Message-ID: <LAW2-F257kBnccYTj]r800003b5e@hotmail . com> 


It is a buyers market Hue. I would say as much as you have in it 
or as much as someone wants to pay as determined by you. Russ 


>From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 

>Reply-To: kargokult@proaxis.com 

>To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 

>Subject: Re: HRO-5 valuation 

>Date: Sat, 7 Apr 2001 12:29:48 -0700 

> 

>Let's say i have an HRO-5TA1 that i was considering 
>selling. I don't think this piece is that rare that i have 
>to put it to auction to determine the price, nor do i 
>have to absolutely extract max $ for it, but neither do 

>i want to sell it low enuff that it's worthwhile for someone 
>else to auction it in short order. 


> 

>So- specifics: 

> 

>HRO-5TAL paint original, does NOT need repaint 
>NO PS 


>untested. ALL components look original - looks like 

>no part on chassis has ever been changed. 

>Bottom plate is plate from junked HRO-7 and needs 

>to have new holes drilled to match HRO-5TA1 

>1 orig. coil 7-14 with call signs of other marine/shipping 


>stations marked on it 

>3 other HF coils non-bandspread from some other 
>set - maybe Canadian or UK HRO 

> 

>What should i price it at? 

>Tnx, Hue Miller 


Message-ID: <3AD113AD.6EDE145F@bw.webex.net> 
Date: Sun, 08 Apr 2001 21:43:09 -0400 

From: Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hue Miller wrote: 

> 

> I have read that HRO receivers were very sensitive. 

> However, there's nothing magic about the circuit...... 


There always seems to have been a mystique associated with 
the HRO. This was probably generated and perpetuated by The 
National PR department. Just read the stuff in the old 
QST's. I think the HRO's were all electrically pretty good, 
and may have been the best available RX at the time of their 
introduction. However, I feel they were distinctly obsolete 
by about 1939. I mean, plug-in coils and no calibrated dial 
- Cut me a break! 

Again looking at old QST's, it looks to me like the 
competitive contesters had moved on to the likes of 
NC-101X's and HQ-120 by 1940 or so. I also suspect the 
design persisted as log as it did (ca. 1964) because there 
was a niche market for "laboratory" receivers with a broad 
frequency range extending down into LF. 


Best regards, 
Al 


Al Klase - N3FRQ 


skywaves@bw.webex.net 
Flemington, NJ 08822 
Web Page: http://www.webex.net/~skywaves/home.htm 


Message-ID: <005£01cO0cO34$daabd2e0$0£fd91c6@oemcomputer> 
From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 
Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 07:04:38 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="is0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


eee Original Message ----- 
From: Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net> 
Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 


Hue Miller wrote: 

> 

> I have read that HRO receivers were very sensitive. 

> However, there's nothing magic about the circuit...... 


There always seems to have been a mystique associated with 
the HRO. This was probably generated and perpetuated by The 
National PR department. Just read the stuff in the old 
QST's. I think the HRO's were all electrically pretty good, 
and may have been the best available RX at the time of their 
introduction. 


VV VV VV VV VVONV 


One thing i have to be in awe of is the neatness of layout. This is 
one very repairable radio, and downtime would be low. 


> However, I feel they were distinctly obsolete 
> by about 1939. I mean, plug-in coils and no calibrated dial 
> - Cut me a break! 


Right- you can look in old mags & catalogs and see it running 
against the Hammarlund competitor Super Pro. I wonder who 
would really want a look-up chart instead of a calibrated 
readout? 

Besides being easier to repair, it was simpler to build. 

That this is a strong idea testified to by the number of 
countries and models of copies that followed. 


Again looking at old QST's, it looks to me like the 
competitive contesters had moved on to the likes of 
NC-101X's and HQ-120 by 1940 or so. I also suspect the 
design persisted as long as it did (ca. 1964) because there 
was a niche market for "laboratory" receivers with a broad 
frequency range extending down into LF. 


VV VVV Vv 


Yes BUT- most were not sold as lab receivers! 

And i would think lab-type users could afford multi-range 
or even separate LF and HF receivers. 

I think the coil-problem, i mean the problem of lost coils, 
mismatched coils, having to find missing coils, all that, 
really verifies the fault in this plug-in coil idea. The less 
separate components such as coils or power supplies 

you have, the better. 

Probably for fixed-channel use in radio services, where 

you just had to return to a previously calibrated number 
on the dial, the HRO would be a very good choice. Like 
for example, ship use. A receiver easy to maintain while 
at sea. 

H Miller 


From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <a7.d4ec9c7.2802882b@aol . com> 
Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 23:36:11 EDT 

Subject: CVM vs. VM Specs. (UTC) 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Are the "VM" and CVM" series UTC modulation transformers the same except for 
case style? Specifically, are the specs and connection information as listed 
for the CVM-4 the same for an (earlier?) VM-4? 


Dennis D. W7QHO 
Glendale, CA 


Message-Id: <3.0.3.32.20010409040527 .007d58e0@pop3.dccnet.com> 
Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 04:05:27 -0700 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Ralph Parker <rparker@dccnet.com> 

Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


>I wonder who would really want a look-up chart instead of a calibrated 
>readout? 


You young whippersnappers may not beleive this, but before Collins came 
along, nobody had, or expected, calibrated readout! If we knew where the 
band edges were, we could fake the rest. And that HRO dial was the envy of 
all! 


VE7XF 


Message-ID: <3AD19A11.63F618C2@crosslink.net> 
Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 07:16:33 -0400 

From: Gordon White <gewhite@crosslink.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: SCR-274-N contract 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


First SCR-274-N contract: 
In response to a question: 


The first Army contract for the superheterodyne Command Sets (not the 
old TRF SCR- 183/283) was 1470-NY-41. It was signed October 31, 1940 and 
was the famous contract under which giant Western Electric Corporation, 
the Bell Telephone System's manufacturing supply subsidiary, was made a 
subcontractor to little Aircraft Radio Corp. 


The contract was worth $3,960,997.50 initially, though it was added to 
over time. 


Western Electric built most of the equipment at their Kearney, N.J. 
plant. A.R.C. supplied only racks, mounts, plugs, cordage (wire) etc. 
like FT-221, FT-222, FT-225, FT-227, FT-228, FT-229 etc. A.R.C.'s total 
part of the nearly $4 million contract was $155,863 as best I can figure 
it. After completing its part of the first SCR-274-N contract A.R.C. 
stepped aside and Western Electric and later Colonial Radio built almost 
all the Army items. A.R.C. concentrated on the Navy production, ARA/ATA 
and then AN/ARC-5. 


The three receivers, BC-453-A, BC-454-A and BC-455-A cost the 
government $363.00 each in 1941. 


- Gordon White 


From: "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 09:13:55 -0400 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 

Message-ID: <LAW2-F107£zhBwSDpdl00004aac@hotmail . com> 


I guess you have to take whole picture view as to what National and 

later Collins was trying to do. They were expensive, but real stable. 

Yes the freq. readout is a pain, but it is surely resettable, once you had 
a station logged. The separate power supply and plug in coil sets had a lot 
to do with stability. I guess these were a lot of 

overkill. Old Hammarlunds gave some stiff competition, but the freq. 
resolution was poor. Then Collins came out with ‘1kc resolution, it was 
pretty much their show. But then their audio was poor. So I 

like to have different units to compare for fun. Russ 


>From: "Hue Miller" <kargokult@proaxis.com> 
>Reply-To: kargokult@proaxis.com 

>To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
>Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

>Date: Sun, 8 Apr 2001 07:04:38 -0700 


Donna e Original Message ----- 
>From: Al Klase <skywaves@bw.webex.net> 
>Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 


Hue Miller wrote: 

> 

> I have read that HRO receivers were very sensitive. 

> However, there's nothing magic about the circuit...... 


There always seems to have been a mystique associated with 
the HRO. This was probably generated and perpetuated by The 
National PR department. Just read the stuff in the old 
QST's. I think the HRO's were all electrically pretty good, 
and may have been the best available RX at the time of their 
introduction. 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 
VV VV VV VV VV WV 


>One thing i have to be in awe of is the neatness of layout. This is 
>one very repairable radio, and downtime would be low. 

> 

> > However, I feel they were distinctly obsolete 

> > by about 1939. I mean, plug-in coils and no calibrated dial 


> > - Cut me a break! 

> 

>Right- you can look in old mags & catalogs and see it running 
>against the Hammarlund competitor Super Pro. I wonder who 
>would really want a look-up chart instead of a calibrated 
>readout? 

>Besides being easier to repair, it was simpler to build. 
>That this is a strong idea testified to by the number of 
>countries and models of copies that followed. 


Again looking at old QST's, it looks to me like the 
competitive contesters had moved on to the likes of 
NC-101X's and HQ-120 by 1940 or so. I also suspect the 
design persisted as long as it did (ca. 1964) because there 
was a niche market for "laboratory" receivers with a broad 
frequency range extending down into LF. 


VVVVV VV MV 
VVVVNV WV 


>Yes BUT- most were not sold as lab receivers! 

>And i would think lab-type users could afford multi-range 
>or even separate LF and HF receivers. 

>I think the coil-problem, i mean the problem of lost coils, 
>mismatched coils, having to find missing coils, all that, 
>really verifies the fault in this plug-in coil idea. The less 
>separate components such as coils or power supplies 

>you have, the better. 

>Probably for fixed-channel use in radio services, where 
>you just had to return to a previously calibrated number 
>on the dial, the HRO would be a very good choice. Like 
>for example, ship use. A receiver easy to maintain while 
>at sea. 

>H Miller 


Message-Id: <3.0.1.32.20010409093609.010ae020@vuse. vanderbilt. edu> 
Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 09:36:09 -0500 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse.vanderbilt.edu> 

Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


At 04:05 AM 4/9/2001 -0700, you wrote: 
>>I wonder who would really want a look-up chart instead of a calibrated 
>>readout? 


> 
>You young whippersnappers may not beleive this, but before Collins came 
>along, nobody had, or expected, calibrated readout! If we knew where the 
>band edges were, we could fake the rest. And that HRO dial was the envy of 
>all! 
> 
Nope, sorry, don't buy it. Hammarlund had calibration in the late 30's and 
Halli rather before that. 

A. B. Bonds 


Message-ID: <D1892B7198A4D411BB7500A0C9692EC6B35AC8@hdsmsx34.hd.intel.com> 
From: "Shriver, John" <john.shriver@intel.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: SCR-274-N contract 
Date: Mon, 9 Apr 2001 07:46:17 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 


sae Original Message----- 
From: Gordon White [mailto: gewhite@crosslink.net] 


> 
> 
> The three receivers, BC-453-A, BC-454-A and BC-455-A cost the 
> government $363.00 each in 1941. 

> 


Somewhere between 1/3 and 1/2 the price of a new 1940 Ford! Not cheap. 


Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 08:02:07 -0700 

From: Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net> 

Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Message-id: <QGBJOO4NGSSVNE@mta5.snf£c21.pbi.net> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=IS0-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit 


Hi Al; 


There always seems to have been a mystique associated with 
the HRO. This was probably generated and perpetuated by The 
National PR department. Just read the stuff in the old 
QST's. I think the HRO's were all electrically pretty good, 
and may have been the best available RX at the time of their 
introduction. However, I feel they were distinctly obsolete 
by about 1939. I mean, plug-in coils and no calibrated dial 


VV VV VV MV 


> - Cut me a break! 


About 1992 I turned down a fair looking HRO-60 for $50. I was in similar 
mind. I didn't want to hunt down and try to maintain a bunch of plug-in 
coil boxes. I want a receiver that is operator friendly, not just an 
instrument of esoteric virtue. With an R-388 already in the bag at the 
time I knew there was a better compromise available. Too many radios later 
the subject is moot. 


Again looking at old QST's, it looks to me like the 
competitive contesters had moved on to the likes of 
NC-101X's and HQ-120 by 1940 or so. I also suspect the 
design persisted as log as it did (ca. 1964) because there 
was a niche market for "laboratory" receivers with a broad 
frequency range extending down into LF. 


VVVVNV WV 


Just like with the foibles of too complex control panels on today's digital 
consumer ‘high tech' products, marketing minded people knew there was a 
trade-off in the attraction of performance v/s ease of operation. That's 
why many products that fit the standard for sales appeal drifted into the 
‘sex appeal' (as I call it) standard of swoopy lines and tacked on chrome 
(which became the mask for gutless chassis junk). It's still difficult (or 
impossible?) to find a radio that combines both virtues. For an AM-FM 
table radio, perhaps the Bose Wave Radio fits. 


Arden Allen KB6NAX Vallejo, CA gumbear@pacbell.net 


Message-ID: <3AD1E1A2.AF556D87@corn.cso.niu.edu> 
Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 11:21:54 -0500 

From: Steve Berg <z931086@corn.cso.niu.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


During a recent DX contest, I happened to put the 10 meter coil set into 
my HRO50T1 receiver and found the band to be really hopping. So, I 
fired up the Gonset GSB-100 exciter and managed to work more than 20 
countries on 10 and 20 meters, running 50 watts out to a ground mounted 
vertical in the back yard. This was all on SSB. I was hardly a 
competitive contester, but it sure was a whole lot of fun. Both rigs do 
drift a bit there on 10, but with the short duration of the contacts, 
this was hardly a problem. I do not find the plug in coils to be that 
much of a bother. To modern ops, who are used to memories, and keyboard 
band and frequency entry, plunking in a coilset and turning a knob is 


doubtless painful. I don't see where the HRO was obsolete as early as 
the 1940's. The price for an HRO-50 was $383 in 1952, which was a 
substantial amount, and there evidently were quite a few sold. If they 
were not useful, I doubt that the market would have supported them for 
so long. I understand that the University of Wisconsin used the 
HRO-60's in their labs, but most of the HRO's I have seen lack the lower 
frequency coils, and appear to have been used mainly by hams. 


13% 


Steve WA9JML 


Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 10:31:37 -0700 (MST) 
From: Richard Loken <richardlo@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 
Subject: Re: HRO sensitivity 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Message-id: 
<Pine.PMDF.3.95.1010409102845 .541238419A-100000@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 
MIME-version: 1.0 
Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


On Mon, 9 Apr 2001, russ dworakowski wrote: 


overkill. Old Hammarlunds gave some stiff competition, but the freq. 
resolution was poor. Then Collins came out with ‘1kc resolution, it was 
pretty much their show. But then their audio was poor. So I 

like to have different units to compare for fun. Russ 


VVV WV 


And thus the old cliche that you wanted a Collins to find them and a National 
to listen to them. Have to go find something by National some day, I had a 
change the an original HRO for under $200.00 a few years back when TI had 
trouble finding $200.00 so I didn't take it... Sigh, there is no regret like 
a temptation resisted. 

Richard Loken VE6BSV, Systems Programmer - VMS 

Athabasca University 

Athabasca, Alberta Canada 

*x richardlo@admin.athabascau.ca x** 


Message-Id: <v03007807b6£7883c683£@[132.235.46.182]> 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 

Date: Mon, 9 Apr 2001 12:33:48 -0400 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Richard Post <post@ouvaxa.cats.ohiou.edu> 


Subject: Re: ??? re Hammarlund SP-200 


A picture of one with the proper dust cover (but with one wrong 
thumb-screw) is at: 


<http://oak.cats.ohiou.edu/~postr/bapix/BC_779A.htm> 


It covers the receiver nicely, including those B+ hot IF adjustment screws. 
The receiver's face was repainted the original gray color. The unchanged 
original finish on the cover is black wrinkle. (Note that the URL has an 
underscore character between BC and 779A.) 


Rich 


At 5:02 AM -0400 4/8/01, Hue Miller wrote: 

>Say, in old late 1930s shortwave magazines, i see photos 
>of the then pretty new Hammarlund Super Pro in some 
>kind of tight fitting dust cover. i have never, i mean 
>never, seen one just with the dust cover, which i assume 


>the heavy 19" cabinets, usually with some corny chrome 
>trim, really don't do it for me. 
>Hue Miller 


Message-ID: <3AD20781.1C401566@mr.net> 

Date: Mon, 09 Apr 2001 14:03:29 -0500 

From: Robert Kemp <rkemp@mr.net> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Hallicrafters Carrier Level Meter 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I've got a nice little Hallicrafters Carrier Level Meter in a small 
(approx. 5" cube - not counting the sloping front). Has a 5 prong plug 
attached to a 2' cable. Got any idea what this is for? Must be some 
sort of s-meter I take it? 


Bob 


End o£ BOATANCHORS Digest 3141 
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